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EPISCOPAL ‘MISSAL? 
BITTERLY ATTACKED 


Low Church Publication Calls It 
| “Un-American,” “Illicit” and 
“Non-Protestant.” 
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“ROMAN” IMITATION IS SEEN 


Effort to ‘Peryert’ Communion Ser- 
vice Into Maes te Charged 
Official Endorsement Assailed, 
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. 
he The Chronicle, a monthly repre- 
| in | enting the views of the low church 
ade Uberais of the Protestant Episcopal 
idi- Church, attacks strongly in its lead- 
ing ing April editorial a new mass book, 
jeh The American Missal, published re- 
ort | cently in Milwaukee, The editorial 
un- Calls the book, announced as supple- 

mentary to the Book of Common 
ind | Prayer, un-American, non-Protestant 
nel| and printed “with the express inten- 
ter-| tion of perverting the service of the 
ted | Holy Communion into the service of 

the mass in conformity with the Ro- 


man use." 
de. At the Cathedral of St. John the 
the | Divine, Dean Milo H. Gates said the 
ver | new missal had not been brought to 
of his attention and was not in use at 


ro- without the permission of Bishop 
Mannin; 


the | who is considered as taking a posi- 
ind | tion between the low and high church 


000 roves. it was said that no authoriza- 
by | tion for the book's use had been is- 
de-| sued by him. Whether any clergy- 


ier- man in the diocese has asked per- 
mission to use it is not known. 


ex- | ladt Etat the American 
ons| was “a jess ke s devotion 


int | church services, He did not think it 
would be necessary to ask Bishop 
200 | Manning's pe lon to use it, he 


Mi- 
5 Book Called Un-American, 
In| The Chronicle editorial finds the 


ı it | general character of the book allen 


un- to the traditions of the Protestant 


md Episcopal Church in the United 


this Ullelt publi. 
P aar 


us| At the office of Bishop Manning, ; 
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“In order to give this illicit publi- 
cation a factitlous currency,” the 
editorial continues, “the editors or 
the publishers or both by some de- 
vious method intri; the Custodian 
of the Standard Book of Common 
Prayer of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church to become involved in a very 
questionable enterprise. Dr. Robin- 
son was recreant to a sacred trust.” 

The e then tefers to the une 
page e |, pointing e 
wording: “From the Book of Com- 
mon Prayer according to the use of 
the Church in the United States of 
America.” It declares that the title 
page of the Book of Common Prayer 
carries the wrongs: “According to 
the use of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church in the United States of 


America. 

“This omission of accurate no- 
for the evident purpose of getting rid 
or eni of getting 
of the word Protestant. 

the union Service, certain 

once” fstles, and ‘Gospels, serve 
rather r points of departure in the 
midst pages upon the greater 


eer 

defy the orderly procedure of our 
authorized book of public worship. 
The provisions for requiem and votive 
masses completely denature the his- 

toric position of this Church.” 

Authorisation Not Ciaimed. 
The editorial says the book declares 
that.it is not an authorized publica- 
tion of the Church and is supple- 
mentary to and not a substitute for 

the Book of Common Prayer. 

“Certain questions press for an an- 
awer, the editorial concludes. ‘Who 
are the editors of this liturgical per- 
version? Who are the underwriters? 


Foundation and The American Mis- 


sal? What Bishops have protested |! 


it? What Bishops have in- 
its use? What Bishops, 
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